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Can | The Climax: Senator McCarthy addressed the 100th anniversary celebration of the Republican Party 
‘here at Ripon, Wis., (in Washington, they are now calling him “Mr. Republican”) with a speech in which 
he said the Army-McCarthy hearings show that Democrats —- Senator Symington and Clark Clifford, 


— former aide to Truman — were ripping the Republican Party apart in the dispute over Cohn and 
Schine. There’s more truth than poetry in that — is the remark of many observers here in Washing- 

— the ton, following the astonishing revelations contained in Senator Symington’s monitored conversations 

fore, with the ineffable Secretary Stevens. 

o ae The Capital is buzzing with talk about it, all the more so because this politically sophisticated city 

with knows from old how much weight the tall, intellectual Clifford, as Harry Truman’s adviser, carried 


and still carries in the Democratic Party. The picture of Clifford as an adviser to the naive Secretary 
nber Stevens in the latter’s dispute with McCarthy is the “cream of the jest,” as Washington veterans see 
it. It goes far to confirm the increasing suspicion that Democrats have been pulling the strings which 
guide GOP policy — to the dedicated aim of destroying the Republican Party. 


As of today, the Capital hears much talk that the astonishing hearings of the: past lel have 
nent insured a verdict for McCarthy, and that the end of the “show” is in sight. 


the Ike and Joe: Mr. William Randolph Hearst, Jr., chief of the Hearst chain of papers, several weeks 
ago in his Sunday column deplored the fact that the President had not gotten together with McCarthy 





bi and worked out an agreement so as to avoid the widening split between the two wings of the GOP. 
ging The Hon. Howard Buffett, former Representative from Nebraska offers us, in a similar vein, the 
s by following suggestion: 
From Why, he asks, does not the President meet with the Wisconsin Senator and try to arrive at some 
modus vivendi, instead of allowing the situation to deteriorate? For, says our friend, one of the 
prevailing themes of the Roosevelt-Truman-Eisenhower era has been the alleged necessity, in the foreign 
the field, for “meeting face to face,” “dealing around the same table” and “engaging in shirt-sleeve diplo- 
the macy,” and so on. The press continually harps on this tune with advocacy of international conciliation 
y of in all parts of the globe. If it’s applicable to the problem of world relations, why isn’t it indicated for 


the present gladiatorial intra-party conflict? How can we expect to achieve agreements between nations 
-fore thousands of miles apart, when two leaders of the same party just a mile distant from each other in our 
own Capital, fail to get together? If a huddle is the prescription abroad, why isn’t, at least, an across- 
the-White-House-desk meeting in order so as to save the Administration party and the country’s stability? 


airs, 
-bor The unfortunate fact is that there has-never been such a meeting: The above questions — made in-a 
b] 
the genuinely constructive spirit — demand answers. 
now The President has never made such an overture, but McCarthy has. There was no affirmative 
nie response from the White House. Why not? The picture of McCarthy as an uncompromising and in- 


transigent figure has no verity — that is a smear product of the forensic battle waged against him by 
cor word and cartoon in the “liberal” press. The truth is that, behind the scenes, the Wisconsin Senator 
has frequently conferred with the White House emissaries and made many concessions. One of these 
was McCarthy’s reluctant consent, several weeks ago, to the Dirksen proposal to limit hearings so 
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that the whole affair might be terminated. The Senator has shown himself desirous of avoiding an open Li 
break with the President, has hewed to the line of GOP regularity. Why has not the White House § reason: 
reciprocated? to Wal 

| physic: 

There is a story brought to us by a White House reporter which, if it does not make too much hearin 
sense, does offer a logical explanation. “They say,” that the President was shocked — and naturally — 
by the 1951 book America’s Retreat from Victory: The Story of George Catlett Marshall, by Senator § [ndo- 
Joseph R. McCarthy, (Devin-Adair Company), in which McCarthy dealt savagely with Marshall’s and a 
record. Eisenhower is faithful to his old chief, who literally made him, lifting Lt. Col. Eisenhower § time. 
many Army grades to the role of commander of our forces in Europe. The President is naturally § makin 
grateful and the reaction against McCarthy is said to be intensely personal. 

It is kept personal — we learn — by the White House “liberals” and their friends among the Your 
columnists and commentators, who prod and remind the President of the matter. It need not be kept ate 
so, if leaders of the GOP have the statesmanship to accept this challenge to intra-party diplomacy. A - . 
meeting between the President and McCarthy might well smooth out differences and promote some wee 
mutual understanding too long delayed. It is high time that GOP chiefs move in this direction, ‘as ig,thi 
Mr. Buffett has so well suggested. 

who « 
Sidelights on the McCarthy Affair: “Liberal” sheets today classify “McCarthyism” as a modern on th 
form of the Know Nothing movement of a century ago to persecute foreigners, Catholics and Jews. But led b 
the retort is obvious: how could McCarthy be a “Know Nothing” and at the same time risk his cause that | 
and career defending two Jewish staff members? 

@ Observers here frequently remark on the rather abnormal stridency of the drive against the sa ~ 
Wisconsin Senator, as if it arose from some psychopathic source. Mr. Frank Brophy writing to the “ae 
Phoenix (Arizona) Republic puts it very well: “The critical observer cannot have failed to note the ih 
waves of hatred and hysteria that have been building up over this relatively inconsequential Army- Rob 
McCarthy affair. In some respects they appear to be reminiscent of the emotional storms that were wee 
created in order to sweep the country into World Wars I and II. But there is also a voodoo quality about eel 
the current performance that indicates the jungle instinct has been dangerously aroused in recent years 
and lurks close to the surface beneath the veneer of a smooth sophisticated Look or Time or New 
York Times propaganda exterior. chal 

“We 

“To those who regard this an overstatement, may I suggest that history (if honestly written) will 
not ignore the inner significance of our unfortunate record of having dropped the first atom bomb on Che 
a helpless people, our participation in the bombing of refugees in the non-strategic city of Dresden, our Cho 
authorship of the Morgenthau Plan to debase a defeated enemy, our part in the Nuremberg Trials cont 
which destroyed the last shreds of ‘civilized warfare,’ and our insistence upon the blind, barbaric fort 
ultimatum of Unconditional Surrender. The elemental forces which caused a normally generous and as 
rational nation to behave in such unconscionable fashion may be the same as those which are creating the reo 
unstable emotional atmosphere in which much of the anti-McCarthy propaganda now circulates.” 

@ One real reporter, in contrast to anti-McCarthy fanatics in the press, has won recognition for tale 
genuine work on the McCarthy affair. According to the New York Times (how did they bring them- big 
selves to print it?) Charles Johnston of the Asbury Park Press received top honors on June 5 nes 
in the annual awards of the Working Press of New Jersey. He was cited at the organization’s sixth go 
annual convention for the best spot news story of last year. The story dealt with a series of “se 
“restricted” talks at Fort Monmouth by Major General Kirke B. Lawton. Johnston quoted Lawton 
as assailing a number of leading American colleges and universities as places where Communism Se 


spreads, and endorsing Senator Joseph R. McCarthy and his’ methods. 


Lawton was the General at Fort Monmouth who cooperated with McCarthy and then for mysterious 
reasons was withdrawn by the Department of the Army bureaucrats. One story has it that he was ordered 
to Walter Reed Hospital for a checkup and then placed on the inactive list, although in apparently good 
physical condition. McCarthy has announced his intention of calling Lawton to the stand in the present 
hearings. 


Indo-China: Veteran observers here say there is great danger that it is war for us in Indo-China 
and a White House request to officially start sending American boys into the tropics is expected at any 
time. It is significant that the big labor bosses on the Joint Manpower Advisory Committee are already 
making public suggestions on how labor should be mobilized for the Indo-China war. 


Young: Behind the alarums and excursions of the epochal stockholder fight to obtain control of the 
New York Central Railroad, newspaper comment has so far not mentioned (in some case perhaps pur- 
posely) the political implications. The Vanderbilt-Morgan interests are known as “internationalist” in 
their political philosophy and one of the board members, John J. McCloy of the Chase Bank, is also 


in this category — in view of his long service for the New and Fair Deals here and abroad. 


But it is not generally known that Mr. Robert R. Young, of the Chesapeake onal Ohio Raibwen, 
who challenges the Wall Streeters, is an American nationalist. It should be recalled that Mr. Young was 
on the board of the America First Committee in 1940-1, the movement to keep America out of the war, 
led by General Robert E. Wood (of Sears, Roebuck) and Colonel Charles Lindbergh; and it is reported 


that he was one of the heaviest contributors to the funds of that “isolationist” organization. 


This column in 1945 interviewed Mr. Young and he confessed to us his admiration of Senator 
“Pappy” O’Daniel of Texas, who eloquently voiced the nationalist creed. Has Young changed since 
those days? Not from what we hear. Young’s favorite counselor in Washington is former Senator 
Burton K. Wheeler, also prominent in America First. Last winter, Young and Wheeler were guests 
at a dinner in the New York Harvard Club, given by former Congressman Hamilton Fish for Colonel 
Robert R. McCormick, publisher of the Chicago Tribune. One of the guests describes to us Young’s 
privately expressed sentiments: disapproving of the internationalist policy of the present regime, and 
apparently approving of the “third party” sentiments which prevailed at the gathering. 


If Young should win certain control of the great Eastern railway system, his victory would be a 
challenge to the old internationalist clique which has so long dominated what is vaguely termed 


“Wall Street.” 


Chodorov: I regret to inform our readers that with this number our esteemed Associate Editor, Frank 
Chodorov, leaves HUMAN EVENTS. I am pleased, however (see SO LONG below) that Frank will 
continue on our masthead as Contributing Editor, giving us one article every other month. The 
fortnightly Freeman will be converted into a monthly, on July 1, and Frank Chodorov will assume duties 
as Editor of that publication. I extend my heartiest congratulations to the directors of the new, 
reorganized Freeman and best wishes to our retiring Editor, in his new position. 


I feel a keen personal loss in Frank’s departure. HUMAN EVENTS, of course, will miss his 
talents.. He came to us on our seventh birthday, and leaves it after celebrating our tenth birthday, a 
bigger and better publication. But I feel difficulty in expressing my gratitude for his wisdom, kindli- 
ness and faithful friendliness over the past three years and, recalling his unfailing patience and. 


good humor in daily association, my regret is all the more acute. However, as he says below, it’s only 
“so long.” — Frank C. Hanighen. 


So Long: Sometimes the right thing to do is the hard thing to do. Like taking castor oil, Or like, for 
me, leaving HUMAN EVENTS. But, that’s what I have to do, because the opportunity to edit a monthly 








publication devoted to the same principles as this beloved weekly was put to me, and I felt I ought to 
take it. It amounted to a call of duty. So, with heavy heart I take leave of an association that has 
been pleasant and stimulating. I shall, I know, miss the letters from the highly critical and knowledge, 
able readers of this paper, many of whom were good enough to drop in to see me when they came to 
Washington. However, my going is not so final as to signalize “goodby.” It is rather a “so long” de. 
parture, because Mr. Hanighen assures me that I may speak to you occasionally eng my articles, 
— Frank Chodorov. 











—_ readers, then, you will hear from me. 











Byrd on Taxes: “It means that the state must give up a legitimate and long established source of 
revenue and yield it to the Federal government. . 





“It means that the state actually invites the Federal government to invade its territory, to oust its 
jurisdiction and to establish Federal dominion within the innermost citadel of the reserved rights of the 
Commonwealth. 











“This amendment will do what even the Fourteenth and Fifteenth Amendments did not do — it 
will extend the Federal power so as to reach the citizen in the ordinary business of life. A hand from 
Washington will be stretched out and placed upon every man’s business; the eye of a Federal inspector 
will be in every man’s counting house. 














“The law will of necessity have inquisitorial features, it will provide penalties. 
complicated machinery. 





It will create a 





“Under it businessmen will be hauled into courts distant from their homes. 








“Heavy fines imposed by distant and unfamiliar tribunals will constantly menace the taxpayer. 

“An army of Federal inspectors, spies and detectives will descend upon the state. They will compel 
men of business to show their books and disclose the secrets of their affairs. They will dictate forms of 
bookkeeping. They will require statements and affidavits. On the one hand the inspector can blackmail 
the taxpayer and on the other, he can profit by selling his secret to his competitor. 














“When the Federal government gets a strangle hold on the individual businessman, state lines will 
exist nowhere but on the maps. Its agents will everywhere supervise the commercial life of the states... 
I am not willing by any voluntary act to give up revenue which the State of Virginia herself needs, nor 
to surrender that measure of states’ rights which was, and the construction of the Federal courts have 
permitted to remain.” 

















Thus spoke Richard E. Byrd, Speaker of the Virginia House of Delegates, and father of the present 
Senator from. that state, on March 3, 1910. Virginia did not ratify the Sixteenth Amendment. 










Gatt: Oscar R. Strackbein, Chairman of the Nation Wide Committee of Industry, Agriculture and Labor 
on Import-Export policy has issued a solemn warning about an international organization known as GATT 
(General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade). This organization meets periodically in Geneva and 
Strackbein describes it as “‘an illegitimate organization that has arrogated to itself powers never conferred 
upon it by Congress” — that it seeks “to take the tariff adjusting powers totally away from congressional 
influence and to make tariff administration unresponsive to the American: people.” Thus, GATT is another 
international agency whose mission is to undermine American sovereignty — its particular mission being 
to wrest away from Congress control of tariff policies. 

Mr. Strackbein also points out that the “protective effect of our tariff is down 75% from its 
average level of 20 years ago” and that current outcries against our high tariff wall do not hold water. 
The fact is that the United States is now one of the low tariff countries of the world. 
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WASHINGTON, THE AMERICAN MECCA 
By FRANK CHODOROV 


» JUNE IN WASHINGTON. It’s June all over the country, of course, but to the capital 
city the month has special significance. It inaugurates the annual trek of gaping 
sightseers from all over the country to this American Mecca. 

Soon the vacationing school teachers will be ah-ing and oh-ing before the wondrous 
temples of government, while prize-winning high school students will pay their worship- 
ful respects to the pompous dignitaries and official hirelings who carry on the affairs of 
state. Honeymooning couples, already taking one another for granted, will transfer 
their admiration and adoration to the indicia of political power, while farmers, satiated 
with the wonders of nature in their native habitats, will be propitiating the gods of 
government in their air-conditioned apses. In summer, it is the proper thing for Americans 
to come to Washington and view with awe. 

If you were to ask these visitors, they would tell you that they came here only to 
admire the beauty of the town. And, to be fair, this is a beautiful town. Why shouldn’t 
it be? It is like a harlot who never soils her hands with useful work, and whose only 
occupation, outside of harlotry, is to preen and primp — at the expense of her admirers. 
Washington is, and ought to be, the most beautiful city in the country; it is also the most 
useless. 

Putting aside the esthetic thrill which these gapers get out of the visit, they cannot 
but carry away with them an overpowering impression of the glory and grandeur of 
the government domiciled here. It must be a wondrous government that operates in 
this wondrous environment. And when they get back home they will tell of the in- 
vigorating, almost healing, experience of having seen the anointed and brushed the 
robes of greatness; even as did those who in ancient times visited Rome. They will have 
visited the holy of holies. And all their lives thereafter they will tell, and magnify the 
tale, of their almost sacred pilgrimage. 


B’ THE EASY processes of the simple mind, this adoration of the domes and the masonry 
and the statuary will spill over to the denizens of the city — to the Pharisees and 


Sadducees who are integrated with the monumentalization of government. They are 
the bureaucrats, the truly blessed. To see them in their charmed cubicles, deeply im- 
mersed in papers, is to realize that they are different from the ordinary run of mortals, 
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and that the difference is not one of degree but of kind. One reads sometimes of a bureau- 
crat who has fallen from grace, by taking a bribe or surreptitiously letting a foreign 
nation in on official secrets. But, a single transgression does not disprove the infallibility 
of the class. au 
There are elected officials here too, but the aura that surrounds them is hot com- 
parable with that which surrounds the bureaucrats. The former must descend from the 
clouds at election time and simulate the life of ordinary men. The bureaucrat always 
stands aloof. He is a special person, educated and trained for the priesthood, and his 
adeptness with the exotic rituals of government sets him off from the rest of mankind, 
He wields power without benefit of votes. He is anonymous, ubiquitous, indispensable. 
And, in a way, he enjoys immortality; administrations and Congressmen come and go, 
but the bureaucracy goes on forever. It is the soul of that super-person called government. 
The summer pilgrims who come to Washington ostensibly to see, but not unpre- 
pared to worship, are xided in their devotions by the droning guides. Perhaps it is only 
by dint of constant repetition, but it is a fact that these carefully trained expositors of 
the wonders of the national shrine develop an intonation strongly reminiscent of the 
ritualistic Sunday sermon. Every bit of monumentalized government is described with 
reverence. Stress is laid on the tradition, the historical significance, the inner meaning 
of each piece of stonework, until the weary minds and legs of the pilgrims are left limp 
with adoration, and are willing to settle on a religious acceptance of the whole thing. 
There must be a purpose in all this architectural pageantry, this careful manicuring 
of parks and the elaborate horticulture, a purpose quite unrelated to mere estheticism. 
And, judging by results, the purpose must be like unto that of the stained glass windows 
and the gargoyles that adorn cathedrals: to bring the visitor into spiritual consonance 
with his surroundings. It is a religious purpose. This is the place where the great 
god government performs its miracles, this is where the ‘‘general welfare” is attended 
to. Here the demigods plan and direct the destinies of one hundred and sixty million 
mortals, here the souls of the well-taxed flock are prepared for a heaven on earth. 
Politically speaking, it is good business to glamorize and glorify this modern Jeru- 
salem. For, it is a certainty that only a fraction of the would-be worshippers get to 
Washington each year; and it is a certainty that each one who does partake of the 
religiosity of political power becomes a missionary to the folks back home. Thus, the 
country is made conscious of the fact that the government is great, good, glorious 
and superhuman. 


* ere DEBUNKING of Washington is the great need of the country. It is a colossal job, 
seeing that billions are spent each year for the specific purpose of deifying political 
power. But, it is a job that ought to commend itself to the young writer looking for a 
rather virgin field to work in. It will require the satirical skill of a Stephen Leacock, 






















har 


the epigrammatic ingenuity of a Charles Graham Sumner, the classical incisiveness of an 
Albert Jay Nock. Perhaps, a Gilbert & Sullivan would be most effective. 

The job should be approached from a basic premise, namely, that all the legitimate 
functions of the national government could be carried on, as someone has said, “in a 
good-sized kitchen”; surely, in not over one-tenth the floor space now occupied, and with 
one-tenth the present personnel. That means the country would have to be instructed in 
the proper functions of government — the functions for which it is designed and in which 
it has some competence: briefly, the dispensation of justice, cheaply, and the maintenance 
of order. When it goes beyond these limits, government becomes a harmful intruder in the 
affairs of men. There is nothing the government can do that free men cannot do better. 

With that as a starting point, the debunking can proceed with ease. It can be shown 
that the only thing government can do when it goes beyond bounds is to confiscate pri- 
| vate property; it cannot produce anything. Its excuse for confiscation is always that it 
distributes the proceeds among the “deserving poor”; the fact is that most of what it 
takes it keeps and spends on itself. There is no justice in that. Oh yes, it can give 
special privileges to certain citizens at the expense of others, which is a blatant injustice, 
and when it does so its purpose is to gain support from those thus advantaged. It buys 
power with other people’s money. 

Practically speaking, the acquisition of political power is in proportion to the ac- 
quisition of economic power. Policemen (including bureaucrats) have to be paid. So 
then, the power of government is dependent on the taxes it collects. The more dollars 
the government has to do with the more it will do. Conversely, when the people keep 
their dollars the more independent they are of the interloping government. The gov- 
ernment, being expert in these things, is well aware of the relation of the freedom of 
the people and their opulence, as well as the relation of its own power to their poverty, 
and therefore is bent on depriving them of their dollars. It is as simple as that. 

Now comes the crux of the debunking formula: what is government? It is a body 
of people — just ordinary mortals — whose primary purpose is to get on in life with the 
least possible exertion. Wielding power seems to them the way to accomplish this 
purpose. In that way, they are relieved of the stress and strain of the competitive 
world; and there is the added ego-compensation which the exercise of power yields. 
The effect of this ego-pay can be detected in the manner of even the lowliest in govern- 
ment service, such as post office clerks and receptionists. 

This last point, that government consists of people — just ordinary mortals — who 
have gotten hold of power, and nothing else, needs to be widely advertised. Apologists 


of power like to hide that fact in the fiction that government is a superentity quite 
independent of its component parts, and that it has a soul of its own and a capacity for 
doing things which ordinary people do not have. It is a Golden Calf needing only 
worship. If people can be got to accept that paganism — that is what the annual trek 





to Washington is expected to do — then it is easy to put over on them any skullduggery 
that these mediocrities can think of. 

Yes, mediocrities. There is nothing that so impresses the critical observer in Wash. 
ington than the low mental level of those who presume to manage our destinies. This 
should not be a startling revelation; it stands to reason that a man of ability would 
hardly be content to bury himself in a dust-gathering pigeonhole of government. He is 
there simply because he is afraid of the market place; he is there because his nature 
inclines him to seek the comfort and security of his prenatal state. This should be 
brought out. A series of candid delineations of these personalities, sometimes called 
profiles, would go a long way toward cutting these self-styled demigods to size. 


DEBUNKING ‘“MOVEMENT’ would be helpful. But, it needs hardly to be organized 
A or fomented, for it would spring up automatically from a general realization that 
government consists of a lot of small timers who have, by hook or crook, got hold of 
power and are intent on increasing their power. The development of a suspicious attitude 
toward all people in government would suggest the use of social ostracism as a means 
of keeping them in line, and that would be “movement” enough. 


Suppose people were to regularly shut off their radios when a politician is on the air. 
Suppose they would assiduously stay away from meetings addressed by a “‘distinguished” 
personage or, better still, would “sit on their hands” and titter at his inanities. The ego- 


pay would be gone. Their balloons would be deflated. And those who had any ability, 
and some self-respect, would get out of government and start making an honest living. 
That would be good for society. 

There is no way of keeping government within bounds but by the whip of public 
opinion, not that expressed at the polls, but in the arena of private life. Social ostracism, 
or the fear of it, would go a long way toward restraining the yen for power. If the 
threat were held over the politician that transgression would be met with a lack of 
invitations to decent people’s homes, government would be clean. 

If the suggestion seems farfetched, consider the conduct of village or county govern- 
ment. These small town officials are of the same breed as that which infests Washington — 
in fact, they are no different from the ordinary run of people, equally susceptible to 
temptation; but they do toe the line of decency more often than do their Washington 
brethren. This is so not because they do not have as much to do with, in the way of 
taxes and power, but that their neighbors’ opinion breathes hot on their necks. If the 
Washington official were in similar fear of social ostracism, he too might be of some 
service to the country. 7 ai. 

Yes, the affairs of state would be vastly improved if the people stopped worshipping 
Washington. The great need of the Nation is the debunking of government. 
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